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Application No: 10/710,856 
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I. REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

The party in interest is VRBIA, Inc., a Delaware Corporation with a 
single shareholder, by way of an Assignment recorded at Reel 016195, frame 
0735. 

II. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

Following are identified any prior or pending appeals, interferences or 
judicial proceedings, known to Appellant, Appellant's representatives, or the 
Assignee, that may be related to, or which will directly affect or be directly 
affected by or have a bearing upon the Board's decision in the pending 
appeal: 

NONE. 

III. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 1, 2, 5, and 7-9 are on appeal. 
Claims 1, 2, 5, and 7-9 are pending. 
No claims are allowed. 
Claims 1, 2, 5, and 7-9 are rejected. 
Claims 3-4, 6, and 10-26 are cancelled. 

IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

All amendments through the July 22, 2009 amendments have been 
entered. The amendment after final submitted November 17, 2009 was not 
entered as the Examiner opined that it would have required a new search. 

-2- 



Application No: 10/710,856 
Attorney's Docket No: VRBA.P016.A 



V. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

The subject matter recited in claim 1 relates to a system implemented 

by one or more computational devices ([0062], lines 6-7) for conducting a 

securitized transaction between a selling party and a purchasing party 

([0062], lines 11-12), over a network comprising ([0060], lines 4-6): a data 

storage device ([0056], line 1), said data storage device including electronic 

representations of at least one set of owned assets, wherein said at least one 

set of owned assets includes assets other than currency ([0040], lines 5-11); a 

module for verifying that said at least one set of owned assets are other than 

currency ([0049, lines 5-9; [0075], lines 1-5; [0078], lines 15-20); a module 

executing a set of instructions to map an outside asset or commodity for sale 

to said at least one set of owned assets ([0101], lines 3-7; [0107], lines 5-8); an 

operative connection to both a first electronic agent looking to dispose of said 

outside asset (seller) and a second electronic agent looking to secure said 

outside asset or commodity (securitor) in exchange for a commodity other 

than currency ([0060], lines 3-6)), | exchange module capable of securing a 

transaction of said outside asset or commodity for sale ([0066], lines 12-19); 

said securing at least accomplished by providing at least a portion of said at 

least one set of owned assets as security for said exchange ([0070], lines 1-7), 

wherein said exchange module obtains approval from said second electronic 

agent via said network to use said at least one set of owned assets as security 

for said exchange, before said exchange occurs [0104]. 
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The subject matter recited in claim 2 relates to a method for 
generating an investment pool comprising the steps of ([0040], lines 7-13): 
cataloging a first set of one or more assets and configuring said catalog of 
assets into electronic form ([0078, lines 1-3), said electronic form including 
electronic representation on one or more networked computational devices 
including removable and secure data storage ([0053], lines 1-6; [0055], lines 

I- 6); verifying through a set of executable instructions on one or more said 
computational devices that said catalog of assets is not currency ([0049, lines 
5-9; [0075], lines 1-5; [0078], lines 15-20); allowing through a set of executable 
instructions on said one or more networked computational devices for said 
electronic first asset set catalog to be inspected over a network ([0088], lines 

II- 15; when selected by an outside source connected to said one or more 

networked computational devices ([0066], lines 12-13), executing instructions 

on said first one or more networked computational devices for linking a 

second set of assets represented in electronic form to said first set and 

verifying that said second set of assets represented in electronic form is not 

currency such that ([0066], lines 15-21; [0049, lines 5-9; [0075], lines 1-5; 

[0078], lines 15-20): the owner of said second set of assets has correlated the 

value of said second set of assets to said first set of assets with a 

normalization constant ([0077], lines 1-6); wherein any number of assets may 

be added to correlated to said first said of assets, and whereby said first said 

of assets has a non-currency investment value ([0044], lines 5-7). 

The subject matter recited in claim 5 relates to the method as recited 
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in claim 2 further including the step of executing instructions on said first 

one or more networked computational devices ([0101], lines 3-7; [0107], lines 

5-8) for correlating said first set of assets and said second set of assets to a 

reference value ([0077], lines 1-6). 

The subject matter recited in claim 7 relates to the method as recited 
in claim [[.further including the step of executing instructions on an outside 
networked computational devices ([0101], lines 3-7; [0107], lines 5-8) for 
correlating said first set of assets and said second set of assets to a reference 
value ([0101], lines 9-13). 

The subject matter recited in claim 8 relates to the method as recited 
in claim 5 wherein said reference value is not located on the same host 
system that includes access to said second set of assets (Fig 24 : VPE Module; 
[0101], lines 7-9) 

The subject matter recited in claim 9 relates to an improved 
investment system including a computational device ([0062], lines 6-7) linked 
to a network ([0060], lines 4-6) through set of executable instructions ([0105], 
lines 5-8) on said computational foP^! linked to a network that implement a 
screening system ([0060], lines 15-19); electronic data storage configured to 
store first data that represents a first asset (Fig. 8; [0056], line 1); said 
executable instructions on said computational device including a filter that 
verifies that said first asset does not include any relationship to currency 
([0049, lines 5-9; [0075], lines 1-5; [0078], lines 15-20)1 a verification system 
with instructions executed on said computational device that is configured to 
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verify the existence ([0041], lines 6-8) and identification (Figs 20a and b; 
[0078]) of said first asset represented by said first data after said executable 
instructions have verified that said first asset does not include any 
relationship to currency ([0049, lines 5-9; [0075], lines 1-5; [0078], lines 15- 
20); wherein verification instructions executed on said computational device 
loads said first data representational of said first asset in response to a 
request received over said network and through said screening system 
([0060], lines 15-19) and correlates said first data representational of said 
first asset to a set of second data that is representational of a second non- 
currency asset ([0101], lines 9-13). 

VI. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

The following grounds of rejection are presented for review: 

A. On pages 4-6, the Office Action rejects claim 9 under 35 U.S.C. 
§102(b) as allegedly being anticipated by U.S. Patent Application Publication 
No. 2002/0052788 to Perkes et al. (hereinafter "Perkes"). 

B. On pages 6-11, the Office Action rejects claims 2, 5, and 7-8 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Perkes in view 
of Official Notice 

C. On pages 8-11, the Office Action rejects claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. 
§103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Perkes in view of U.S. Patent 
No. 7,104,443 to Paul (hereinafter "Paul"). 
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VI. ARGUMENT 

A. Rejection of Claim 9 Under 35 U.S.C. S102(b) 

The Office Action dated October 21, 2009, rejects claim 9 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(b) as allegedly being anticipated by Perkes. Appellant 
respectfully traverses this rejection for the reasons discussed below. 

The test for anticipation under section 102 is whether each and every 
element set forth in the claim is found either expressly or inherently 
described in a single prior art reference. Verdegaal Bros. v. Union Oil Co. of 
California, 2 USPQ2d 1051, 1053 (Fed. Cir. 1987); MPEP §2131. The 
identical invention must be shown in as complete details as shown in the 
claim. Richardson v. Suzuki Motor Co., 9 USPQ2d 1913, 1920 (Fed. Cir. 
1989); MPEP §2131. The elements must also be arranged as required by the 
claim. In re Bond, 15 USPQ2d 1566 (Fed. Cir. 1990). 
1. Independent Claim 9 

Independent claim 9 recites in part, 

"said executable instructions on said computational device including a 
filter that verifies that said first asset does not include any 
relationship to currency" (emphasis added). 
The above quoted subject matter ensures that assets do not contain a 
relationship to currency. This enables the valuation mode to value, exchange, 
and secure transactions without reference to a particular currency, thereby 
providing advantages such as independence from currency fluctuations and 
political upheavals. 
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On page 5, the Office Action cites Perkes as allegedly disclosing this 

feature, citing paragraphs [0025] and [0034]. These cited paragraphs do not 

disclose a filter that verifies that said first asset does not include any 

relationship to currency. Instead, the paragraphs discuss servers which 

collect, process, and store information such as credits or coupons earned and 

the display of the available credits or coupons earned. Further, Perkes in 

general fails to teach, disclose, or suggest the above quoted subject matter. 

In paragraph [0025] Perkes discusses servers connected to a network 
that enables the server to communicate with users. The serves "operate to 
collect, process, and store the necessary information, such as credits and/or 
coupons earned, which information is listed in a standard database format." 
There is nothing in the language in paragraph [0025] that expressly or 
inherently describes verifying that an asset does not have a relationship to 
currency. The language in paragraph [0025] simply indicates that the 
servers store non-currency based coupons/credits. 

Further, in paragraph [0034] Perkes describes displaying to a user the 
available number of credits/coupons that can be exchanged for pay-per-view 
time. Again, there is nothing in paragraph [0034] that expressly or 
inherently describes verifying that an asset does not have a relationship to 
currency. 

The Office Action cites paragraphs [0025] and [0034] for the purpose 
that the above quoted subject matter corresponds to "the server communicate 
to the plurality of computer devices to collect and process the non-currency 
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based credit/coupon earned." Although a credit/coupon is not currency, and 
arguably not even considered assets, the servers do not verify that the data in 
the system is not currency. A system that happens to be designed to 
exchange units that are not related to currency does not inherently have a 
filter that verifies that such units do not have a relationship to currency. 

Finally, upon review of Perkes, as well as the other references of 
record, it is apparent that all references of record generally fail to disclose, 
teach, or suggest "a filter that verifies that said first asset does not include 
any relationship to currency" as recited by independent claim 9. 

Because Perkes fails to disclose, teach, or suggest the subject matter 
quoted above, Appellant respectfully submits that Perkes fails to present a 
prima facie case of anticipation. Accordingly, appellant respectfully requests 
a withdraw of the rejection of independent claim 9 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b). 
B. Rejection of Claims 2. 5. and 7-8 Under 35 U.S.C. S103(a) 
The Office Action dated October 21, 2009, rejects claims 2, 5, and 7-8 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Perkes in view 
of Official Notice. Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection for the 
reasons detailed below. 

1. Independent Claim 2 
Independent claim 2 recites, in part, "verifying through a set of 
executable instructions on one or more said computational devices that 
said catalog of assets is not currency" (emphasis added. 
The above quoted subject matter ensures that assets do not contain a 
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Application No: 10/710,856 
Attorney's Docket No: VRBA.P016.A 

relationship to currency. This enables the valuation mode to value, exchange, 
and secure transactions without reference to a particular currency, thereby 
providing advantages such as independence from currency fluctuations and 
political upheavals. 

On page 7, the Office Action cites Perkes as allegedly disclosing this 
feature, citing paragraphs [0025] and [0034]. These cited paragraphs do not 
disclose a filter that verifies that said first asset does not include any 
relationship to currency. Instead, the paragraphs discuss servers which 
collect, process, and store information such as credits or coupons earned and 
the display of the available credits or coupons earned. Further, Perkes in 
general fails to teach, disclose, or suggest the above quoted subject matter. 

In paragraph [0025] Perkes discusses servers connected to a network 
that enables the server to communicate with users. The serves "operate to 
collect, process, and store the necessary information, such as credits and/or 
coupons earned, which information is listed in a standard database format." 
There is nothing in the language in paragraph [0025] that expressly or 
inherently describes verifying that an asset does not have a relationship to 
currency. The language in paragraph [0025] simply indicates that the 
servers store non-currency based coupons/credits. 

Further, in paragraph [0034] Perkes describes displaying to a user the 
available number of credits/coupons that can be exchanged for pay-per-view 
time. Again, there is nothing in paragraph [0034] that expressly or 
inherently describes verifying that an asset does not have a relationship to 
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currency. 

The Office Action cites paragraphs [0025] and [0034] for the purpose 
that the above quoted subject matter corresponds to "the server communicate 
to the plurality of computer devices to collect and process the non-currency 
based credit/coupon earned." Although a credit/coupon is not currency, and 
arguably not even considered assets, the servers do not verify that the data in 
the system is not currency. A system that happens to be designed to 
exchange units that are not related to currency does not inherently have a 
filter that verifies that such units do not have a relationship to currency. 

Finally, upon review of Perkes, as well as the other references of 
record, it is apparent that all references of record generally fail to disclose, 
teach, or suggest "a filter that verifies that said first asset does not include 
any relationship to currency" as recited by independent claim 9. 

Because Perkes fails to disclose, teach, or suggest the subject matter 
quoted above, Appellant respectfully submits that Perkes fails to present a 
prima facie case of anticipation. Accordingly, appellant respectfully requests 
a withdraw of the rejection of independent claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a).. 
2. Dependent Claim 5. 7 and 8 

Claim 5 depends from claim 2, claim 7 depends from claim 5, and claim 
8 depends from claim 5. Thus, claims 5, 7, and 8 are allowable for at least 
the reasons stated above for claim 2, as well as the separately patentable 
subject matter recited therein. Accordingly, appellant respectfully requests 
withdrawal of the rejections of claims 5, 7, and 8 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a). 
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C. Rejection of Claim 1 Under 35 U.S.C. S103(a) 

The Office Action dated October 21, 2009, rejects claim 1 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Perkes in view of Paul. 
Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection for the reasons detailed below. 
1. Independent Claim 1 

Independent claim 1 recites, in part, "a module for verifying that 

said at least one set of owned assets are other than a currency" 

(emphasis added. 

The above quoted subject matter ensures that assets do not contain a 
relationship to currency. This enables the valuation mode to value, exchange, 
and secure transactions without reference to a particular currency, thereby 
providing advantages such as independence from currency fluctuations and 
political upheavals. 

On page 9, the Office Action cites Perkes as allegedly disclosing this 
feature, citing paragraphs [0025] and [0034]. These cited paragraphs do not 
disclose a filter that verifies that said first asset does not include any 
relationship to currency. Instead, the paragraphs discuss servers which 
collect, process, and store information such as credits or coupons earned and 
the display of the available credits or coupons earned. Further, Perkes in 
general fails to teach, disclose, or suggest the above quoted subject matter. 

In paragraph [0025] Perkes discusses servers connected to a network 
that enables the server to communicate with users. The serves "operate to 
collect, process, and store the necessary information, such as credits and/or 
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coupons earned, which information is listed in a standard database format." 

There is nothing in the language in paragraph [0025] that expressly or 

inherently describes verifying that an asset does not have a relationship to 

currency. The language in paragraph [0025] simply indicates that the 

servers store non-currency based coupons/credits. 

Further, in paragraph [0034] Perkes describes displaying to a user the 

available number of credits/coupons that can be exchanged for pay-per-view 

time. Again, there is nothing in paragraph [0034] that expressly or 

inherently describes verifying that an asset does not have a relationship to 

currency. 

The Office Action cites paragraphs [0025] and [0034] for the purpose 
that the above quoted subject matter corresponds to "the server communicate 
to the plurality of computer devices to collect and process the non-currency 
based credit/coupon earned." Although a credit/coupon is not currency, and 
arguably not even considered assets, the servers do not verify that the data in 
the system is not currency. A system that happens to be designed to 
exchange units that are not related to currency does not inherently have a 
filter that verifies that such units do not have a relationship to currency. 

Finally, upon review of Perkes, as well as the other references of 
record, it is apparent that all references of record generally fail to disclose, 
teach, or suggest "a filter that verifies that said first asset does not include 
any relationship to currency" as recited by independent claim 9. 

Because Perkes fails to disclose, teach, or suggest the subject matter 
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quoted above, Appellant respectfully submits that Perkes fails to present a 

prima facie case of anticipation. Accordingly, appellant respectfully requests 

a withdraw of the rejection of independent claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a). 



D. Conclusion 

For at least the reasons discussed above, it is respectfully submitted 
that the rejections are in error and that claims 1, 2, 5, and 7-9 are in 
condition for allowance. Therefore, appellants respectfully requests that the 
Honorable Board reverse the rejections of claims 1, 2, 5, and 7-9. 



Respectfully submitted, 
Vrbia, Inc. 



Dated: June 28, 2010 



_/davidbogartdort50213/_ 
David B. Dort 
Registration No.: 50,213 



Vrbia, Inc. 

119 South Saint Asaph Street, Suite 200 
Alexandria, VA 22314 
Phone: 571-338-6037 
Fax: 202-318-7729 
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VIIL CLAIMS APPENDIX 

CLAIMS INVOVLED IN THIS APPEAL: 

1. (Previously Presented) A system implemented by one or more 
computational devices for conducting a securitized transaction between a 
selling party and a purchasing party and a securitor, over a network 
comprising: 

a data storage device, said data storage device including electronic 
representations of at least one set of owned assets, wherein said at least one 
set of owned assets includes assets other than currency; 

a module for verifying that said at least one set of owned assets are 
other than a currency; 

a module executing a set of instructions to map an outside asset or 
commodity for sale to said at least one set of owned assets; 

an operative connection to both a first electronic agent looking to 
dispose of said outside asset (seller) and a second electronic agent looking to 
secure said outside asset or commodity (securitor) in exchange for a 

- 15- 



Application No: 10/710,856 
Attorney's Docket No: VRBA.P016.A 
commodity other than currency, a exchange module capable of securing a 

transaction of said outside asset or commodity for sale; 

said securing at least accomplished by providing at least a portion of 

said at least one set of owned assets as security for said exchange, wherein 

said exchange module obtains approval from said second electronic agent via 

said network to use said at least one set of owned assets as security for said 

exchange, before said exchange occurs. 

2. (Previously Presented) A method for generating an investment pool 
comprising the steps of: 

cataloging a first set of one or more assets and configuring said catalog 
of assets into electronic form, said electronic form including electronic 
representation on one or more networked computational devices including 
removable and secure data storage; 

verifying through a set of executable instructions on one or more said 
computational devices that said catalog of assets is not currency; 

allowing through a set of executable instructions on said one or more 
networked computational devices for said electronic first asset set catalog to 
be inspected over a network; 

when selected by an outside source connected to said one or more 

networked computational devices, executing instructions on said first one or 

more networked computational devices for linking a second set of assets 

represented in electronic form to said first set and verifying that said second 
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set of assets represented in electronic form is not currency such that: 

the owner of said second set of assets has correlated the value of said 

second set of assets to said first set of assets with a normalization constant; 
wherein any number of assets may be added to correlated to said first 

said of assets, and whereby said first said of assets has a non-currency 

investment value. 

3-4. (Cancelled). 

5. (Previously Presented) The method as recited in claim 2 further including 
the step of executing instructions on said first one or more networked 
computational devices for correlating said first set of assets and said second 
set of assets to a reference value. 

6. (Cancelled) 

7. (Previously Presented) The method as recited in claim 5 further including 
the step of executing instructions on an outside networked computational 
device for correlating said first set of assets and said second set of assets to a 
reference value. 

8. (Original) the method as recited in claim 5 wherein said reference value is 

not located on the same host system that includes access to said second set of 
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assets. 

9. (Previously Presented) An improved investment system including a 
computational device linked to a network through set of executable 
instructions on said computational device linked to a network that 
implements a screening system; 

electronic data storage configured to store first data that represents a 
first asset; 

said executable instructions on said computational device including a 
filter that verifies that said first asset does not include any relationship to 
currency; 

a verification system with instructions executed on said computational 
device that is configured to verify the existence and identification of said first 
asset represented by said first data after said executable instructions have 
verified that said first asset does not include any relationship to currency; 

wherein verification instructions executed on said computational 
device loads said first data representational of said first asset in response to a 
request received over said network and through said screening system and 
correlates said first data representational of said first asset to a set of second 
data that is representational of a second non-currency asset and said 
verification instructions executed on said computational device confirms that 
both said sets of data are properly correlated to said respective assets. 
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IX. EVIDENCE APPENDK 

A copy of the following evidence 1) entered by the Examiner, including 

a statement setting forth where in the record the evidence was entered by the 
Examiner, 2) relied upon by the Appellant in the appeal, and/or 3) relied 
upon by the Examiner as to the grounds of the rejection to be reviewed on 
appeal, is attached: 
NONE. 
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X. RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDDX 

Copies of relevant decision in prior or pending appeals, interferences or 
judicial proceedings, known to Appellant, Apellant's representatives, or the 
Assignee, that may be related to, or which will directly affect or be directly 
affected by or have a bearing upon the Board's decision in the pending 
appeal are attached: 

NONE. 
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Application No. 

10/710,856 



Examiner 
MARY CHEUNG 



Applicant(s) 

PORT, DAVID BOGART 



Art Unit 

3694 



- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address- 

This application is abandoned in view of: 

1. S Applicant's failure to timely file a proper reply to the Office letter mailed on 25 November 2009 . 

(a) □ A reply was received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated ), which is after the expiration of the 

period for reply (including a total extension of time of month(s)) which expired on 



(b) D A proposed reply was received on , but it does not constitute a proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 (a) to the final rejection. 

(A proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 to a final rejection consists only of: (1) a timely filed amendment which places the 
application in condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for 
Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114). 

(c) □ A reply was received on but it does not constitute a proper reply, or a bona fide attempt at a proper reply, to the non- 

final rejection. See 37 CFR 1.85(a) and 1 .1 1 1 . (See explanation in box 7 below). 

(d) El No reply has been received. 

2. □ Applicant's failure to timely pay the required issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, within the statutory period of three months 
from the mailing date of the Notice of Allowance (PTOL-85). 

(a) □ The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, was received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated 

), which is after the expiration of the statutory period for payment of the issue fee (and publication fee) set in the Notice of 

Allowance (PTOL-85). 

(b) □ The submitted fee of $ is insufficient. A balance of $ is due. 

The issue fee required by 37 CFR 1.18 is $ . The publication fee, if required by 37 CFR 1.18(d), is $ . 

(c) □ The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, has not been received. 

3-D Applicant's failure to timely file corrected drawings as required by, and within the three-month period set in, the Notice of 
Allowability (PTO-37). 

(a) □ Proposed corrected drawings were received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated ), which is 

after the expiration of the period for reply. 

(b) □ No corrected drawings have been received. 

4. □ The letter of express abandonment which is signed by the attorney or agent of record, the assignee of the entire interest, or all of 

the applicants. 

5. □ The letter of express abandonment which is signed by an attorney or agent (acting in a representative capacity under 37 CFR 

1.34(a)) upon the filing of a continuing application. 

6. □ The decision by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interference rendered on and because the period for seeking court review 

of the decision has expired and there are no allowed claims. 

7. The reason(s) below: 

no response has been filed since the filling of the Notice of Appeal dated 02/26/2010. 



/Mary Cheung/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3694 



Petitions to revive under 37 CFR 1 . 1 37(a) or (b), or requests to withdraw the holding of abandonment under 37 CFR 1.181, should be promptly filed to 
minimize any negative effects on patent term. 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-1432 (Rev. 04-01) Notice of Abandonment Part of Paper No. 20101005 
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